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wage growth, three times the ability
for families to be able to afford this ex-
pense, three times the rate that our
family incomes go up at best, if you ac-
cept these spending increases, that
means you are accepting the plan in
the budget, and the plan in the budget
is to raise taxes. Not by a little bit, by
a lot.

What tax increases are they specifi-
cally calling for in the budget resolu-
tion that this is a part of? Getting rid
of the marriage penalty, bringing it
back altogether; reducing the child tax
credit in half; raising income tax rates
across the board for every single work-
ing American and every single working
family; bringing the death tax back in
full force; raising taxes on capital
gains and dividends, which makes it
easier for people to save for retire-
ment, and that creates jobs.

So the problem we have here, Mr.
Chairman, is not a revenue problem.
We have had double-digit revenue in-
creases coming to the Federal Govern-
ment for the past 3 years in a row.
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The deficit just went down this year
again by 18 percent because of faster
revenue growth. So we don’t have the
problem with the money coming in. We
don’t need to raise taxes. Plenty of
money is coming in to the coffers of
Washington.

The problem we have is spending. We
are just spending too much money too
quickly. If we want to balance the
budget without raising taxes, we have
to control spending. That’s the lesson
we’ve learned.

Now, what does this bill do? This bill
irresponsibly increases spending too
fast. Are there important functions
that are in this bill? Yes. Are there im-
portant things that the government
needs to do, roads and bridges and
transportation? Yes.

The problem I have with this bill is it
doesn’t have fiscal discipline. It doesn’t
contain a budget cap that makes sure
we won’t raise taxes.

So, by subscribing to the budget in-
creases, the spending increases in the
bill and the appropriations bills before
it and the ones that are yet to come, it
puts us on that glide path, on that tra-
jectory to having the largest tax in-
crease in American history. We don’t
want those taxes to be increased, and
we sure don’t want to support budgets
that put us on the path to making it a
sure thing, and that, Mr. Chairman, is
why I think we should vote against
this.

I think we should also have better
budgeting. I don’t think we should be
rescinding phony budget authority to
then use it for outlays. So, if we get rid
of the gimmicks, this thing wouldn’t
even comport with the budget resolu-
tion itself.

So with that in mind, Mr. Chairman,
I urge a ‘‘no” vote on this bill.

Mr. ISRAEL. Mr. Chairman, I ask
how much time is left.

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman from New York has 17 minutes.
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The gentleman from Ohio has 4% min-
utes.

Mr. ISRAEL. Mr. Chairman, I would
just point out that there is no tax in-
crease in this bill. The other side, Mr.
Chairman, they went from saying that
there is a tax increase to that this may
put us on a trajectory to a tax in-
crease, could be, possibly.

There is no tax increase in this bill.

Madam Chairman, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. JORDAN of Ohio. Mr. Chairman,
just a few comments before we use the
remaining few minutes of our time as
well.

Think about this. The ranking mem-
ber of the Budget Committee pointed
out the facts, what’s in this bill, the
numbers, the budget, and what’s going
on. But it’s always important to come
back and focus on how that translates
into the lives of the American people
and American families.

I think it’s important just to remem-
ber and think about the typical family
across this country. They go to work
each day. They go to church on Sun-
day. They make their house payment.
They make their car payment. Maybe
they’re paying their kids’ private
school. They’re saving for college.
They may be saving for a family vaca-
tion. They don’t get an automatic 7
percent, in this particular bill $3.2 bil-
lion, increase. They don’t get that.
They have to budget. They have to
learn to live on less many times.

And that’s all this amendment says
is, you know what, let’s just spend ex-
actly what we spent last year, because
if we don’t. And we keep on this spend-
ing train that we’re on, there will be
tax increases. And then that family I
just described, it’s going to be tougher
for them to pay for that vacation, pay
for their kids’ school, pay for the shoes
for soccer practice and Little League
and pay for all those things that fami-
lies have to pay for. That’s why this is
important.

It begins to put us on the path to
deal with the problems that are cer-
tainly going to be there if we don’t
start getting a handle on spending.
That’s why I bring the amendment for-
ward. That’s what all our speakers
have talked about, because it’s that
important that we begin to do the
right thing here.

Madam Chairman, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. ISRAEL. Mr. Chairman, I reserve
the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Does the
gentleman from Ohio have any further
speakers?

Mr. ISRAEL. Mr. Chairman, do I
have the right to close?

The Acting CHAIRMAN. You do.

Mr. ISRAEL. I thank the chairman.

Has the gentleman yielded back his
time?

Mr. JORDAN of Ohio. The question
from the Chair was do we have addi-
tional speakers. My response was no.

Mr. ISRAEL. Mr. Chairman, I reserve
the balance of my time. I have the
right to close.
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The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman from New York has the right to
close.

Mr. JORDAN of Ohio. Is the gen-
tleman from New York the only speak-
er?

Mr. ISRAEL. Mr. Chairman, I am the
final speaker, and I have the right to
close.

Mr. JORDAN of Ohio. Then I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. ISRAEL. Mr. Chairman, this is
like a soap opera. It doesn’t matter
when the American people tune it in,
turn it on, it’s the same script, the
same characters, the same plot, the
dialogue.

Every week this small group of Mem-
bers tries to offer these amendments,
and every week they’re defeated, de-
feated by the members of their own
caucus.

This appropriations bill was passed
by the Appropriations Committee on a
bipartisan basis. Democrats and Repub-
licans supported this bill because it has
the right investments for the American
family.

They support the notion that we
should make sure that we have chil-
dren in car seats that are safe. The
gentleman’s amendment would cut
funding for car seat safety for our chil-
dren.

They support the notion that we
should make sure that our highways
are safe. The gentleman’s amendment
would cut funding for highway safety.

They support the notion, Republicans
and Democrats alike, that when you go
to the airport, there should be enough
inspectors to make sure that your
plane is safe. The gentleman’s amend-
ment would cut the number of inspec-
tors for airlines and increase delays at

airports.
Republicans and Democrats on the
Appropriations Committee alike

agreed with the notion that elderly
people who worked hard, raised their
families, paid their dues should have a
chance, a better chance, to get decent
housing. The gentleman’s amendment
would cut that chance of decent hous-
ing for the elderly.

And Republicans and Democrats
alike, who share commonsense values
and compassion, also agree that if
you’re disabled, you should have a
chance to get some decent housing.
The gentleman’s amendment would cut
the chance of getting decent housing if
you are disabled.

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman talked
about the common family and the val-
ues that they have. Let me suggest to
the gentleman one thing, and then I
will close.

This isn’t really about the argument
that the gentleman uses that we should
cut spending. With all due respect, the
gentleman was nowhere around when
we spent and spent and spent and bor-
rowed and borrowed and borrowed for
special interests. I will talk about the
typical American family.

This morning on the front page of the
newspaper there was a story about how



